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ELI  TREMBLING  FOR  THE  ARK, 

OR  THE 

ACTION  OF  TUE  LATE  GENERAL  CONVENTION  AND 

ITS  LESSONS. 


I  Samuel,  iv.,  13. 

“  And  lo  Eli  sat  upon  a  seat  by  the  wayside,  watching :  for  his  heart 
trembled  for  the  ark  of  God.” 

It  is  an  interesting  scene  in  Israel’s  history  with  which  these 
words  are  connected.  There  is  war  between  them  and  their 
enemies,  the  Philistines.  The  Israelites  are  defeated.  To  in¬ 
sure  themselves  against  a  repetition  of  this  disaster  and  dis¬ 
grace,  and  in  a  spirit  of  vain-glorious  dependence  on  outward 
means,  the  elders  of  the  people  resolve  to  bring  the  ark  of  the 
Covenant  into  the  camp,  feeling  sure  of  victory,  if  this  sacred 
emblem  of  the  divine  presence  were  but  with  them.  But  they 
were  only  consulting  their  own  wishes  and  not  the  will  of  God 
in  this  matter.  It  was  an  unauthorized  use  to  make  of  the 
ark.  It  was  to  mistake  the  symbol  for  the  thing  symbolized. 
It  would  seem  as  if  old  Eli,  the  venerable  High-Priest  of  that 
day,  had  opposed  this  movement,  but  had  been  unable  to  pre¬ 
vent  it.  It  boded  ill  as  he  regarded  it.  He  had  no  confidence 
in  its  success.  He  knew  that  a  battle  was  about  to  take 
place.  He  feared  the  result  would  be  disastrous ;  and  all 
quivering  with*  anxiety,  he  sat  at  the  gate  to  catch  the  first 
tidings  from  the  battle-field,  with  his  heart  trembling  for  the  ark 
of  God.  Presently  a  messenger  comes,  breathless  with  haste, 
from  the  scene  of  conflict.  He  brings  heavy  tidings.  His  sen¬ 
tences  are  short,  but  they  fall  like  the  blows  of  a  giant  on  the 
sinking  heart  of  the  desponding  old  man.  He  says  Israel  is 
defeated.  There  is  a  great  slaughter.  Thy  sons  are  slain. 
And  the  ark  of  God  is  taken.  That  was  the  drop  too  much 
It  made  the  full  cup  overflow.  The  old  man  fell  from  his 
seat ;  his  neck  broke  and  he  died.  He  thought  it  was  all 
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over  with  Israel  then.  And  his  daughter-in-law  felt  just  the 
same,  when  she  called  her  child,  horn  on  that  dark  day,  Icha- 
bod — and  died — saying  “  the  glory  is  departed  from  Israel.” 

But  these  good  people  were  both  mistaken.  Israel  was  not 
forsaken.  The  glory  had  not  departed.  God  wished  to  pun¬ 
ish  his  people  for  their  want  of  confidence  in  him,  and  their 
undue  dependence  on  a  mere  outward  symbol.  The  Philis¬ 
tines  carried  the  ark,  indeed,  to  the  temple  of  their  God  in 
triumph.  But  that  triumph  was  of  short  continuance.  For  the 
ark  never  was  in  a  position  to  vindicate  the  majesty  of  Jeho¬ 
vah  more  grandly,  than  when  Dagon  was  hurled  to  the  earth, 
and  dashed  to  pieces  before  it ;  when  it  brought  down  one 
judgment  after  another  on  the  bafiled  Philistines  till  they  were 
compelled  to  acknowledge  the  superior  power  of  Israel’s  God, 
and  to  send  the  ark  back  in  triumph  to  its  own  place  again. 
And  when  it  returned  victorious  over  the  Philistia’s  idols — 
it  was  not  Ichabod — which  was  written  on  its  golden  sides, 
but,  “  Glory  to  God  in  the  highest.” 

There  have  been  many  occasions  in  the  history  of  the  Church 
on  earth,  when  the  scene  just  described  has  been  in  substance 
acted  over  again.  Events  have  transpired,  and  legislation  in 
the  Church  has  taken  a  shape  very  different  from  what  many 
of  God’s  people  have  desired.  Then,  like  old  Eli,  they  have 
trembled  for  the  ark  of  God.  They  have  been  thrown  in¬ 
to  despondency,  and  have  felt  as  if  the  glory  had  departed,  and 
every  thing  was  going  to  ruin.  But  this  incident  in  Israel’s 
history  shows  us  that  there  is  no  need  for  any  such  feeling  ; 
Eli  might  have  spared  himself  that  trembling  of  heart  which 
came  upon  him,  and  the  fall  which  broke  his  neck.  The  glory 
had  not  departed.  The  ark  was  as  safe  in  Dagon’s  temple  as 
ever  it  was  in  Shiloh.  And  so  it  has  ever  been  with  God’s  true 
Church.  So  it  is  now,  and  so  it  will  be  to  the  end ;  for  Christ  is 
ever  with  his  Church,  and  has  promised  that  the  gates  of  hell 
shall  not  prevail  against  it. 

These  thoughts  have  been  suggested  by  a  consideration  of 
feelings  of  interest  with  which  the  meeting  of  the  late  general 
Convention  of  our  Church  was  looked  forward  to,  and  the  dis¬ 
appointment  occasioned  by  its  action.  That  body  never  as- 


sembled  under  circumstances  of  such  peculiar  interest  before. 
The  truly  national  character  of  the  body  imparted  great 
interest  to  it.  It  is,  I  believe,  the  only  ecclesiastical  body 
in  the  land,  in  which  every  section  of  the  country  is 
fairly  repre  sented.  And  since  the  close  of  the  late  war, 
this  was  the  only  occasion  on  which  these  representatives 
of  every  section  of  our  broad  territories  have  been  brought 
together. 

And  the  condition  of  things  in  the  bosom  of  our  Church 
added  greatly  to  the  interest  with  which  the  assembling  of 
this  convention  was  looked  forward  to.  The  growth  of  a  Ro¬ 
manizing  spirit,  and  the  rapid  spread  of  doctrines  and  practices 
thoroughly  opposed  to  our  Protestant  standards  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  development  of  an  Evangelical 
spirit  which  calls  for  greater  liberty  of  action  in  the  practical 
working  of  the  Church,  and  the  anxiety  to  see  what  the  result 
would  be  when  these  opposing  elements  should  come  into 
conflict  on  the  floor  of  the  Convention,  these  were  among  the 
things  which  so  intensified  the  interest  that  centered  in  the 
doings  of  this  body.  The  Convention  has  met.  Its  work 
is  done.  Its  sessions  are  over. 

Let  us  glance  very  briefly  at  the  work  of  the  Convention ; 
the  lessons  that  Evangelical  men  may  learn  from  it. 

I  will  not  attempt  to  speak  of  all  the  doings  of  this  Con¬ 
vention.  Much  of  its  time  was  spent  in  matters  of  little  impor¬ 
tance.  It  did  some  very  good  things  :  It  refused  its  assent  to 
the  omission  of  one  clause  of  the  creed,  for  the  purpose  of  assim¬ 
ilating  our  confession  of  faith  more  closely  to  that  of  the  Greek 
Church.  This  was  a  good  thing.  It  gave  tone  to  the  standai-d  of 
pure  morality  by  its  Canon  touching  the  marriage  of  divorced 
persons.  This  was  a  good  thing.  It  took  proper  ground  re¬ 
specting  the  matter  of  Christain  work  within  the  borders  of 
our  own  Church.  This  was  a  good  thing.  It  gave  us  a  Pas¬ 
toral  letter  ot  a  very  excellent  Spirit.  This  was  a  good  thing. 
It  gave  us  the  admirable  sermon  of  Bishop  Lee.  It  protested 
against  its  teachings  to  be  sure,  and  grudged  to  send  it  forth 
at  all,  and  doled  it  out  in  very  stinted  measure,  still  the 
Convention  ordered  it  to  be  printed.  This  was  the  best  thing 
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they  did.  Of  these  tilings  I  need  not  speak  more  particu¬ 
larly.  In  the  present  discourse  I  shall  coniine  myself  to  the 
action  of  the  Convention,  in  reference  to  the  different  memo¬ 
rials  presented  to  it  for  relief  on  the  part  of  those  who  felt 
themselves  troubled  in  conscience,  by  the  construction  put 
upon  certain  Canons,  and  by  other  matters. 

One  of  these  memorials  had  reference  to  the  Canon  on  the 
geographical  boundaries  of  a  parish.  It  asked  for  such  a  mod¬ 
ification  of  this  Canon  as  should  define  a  Minister’s  parish  to 
be  the  Church  in  which  he  officiates,  and  the  people  who 
belong  to  his  Church.  This  request  was  refused.  The  Canon 
was  made  more  rigid  than  ever  in  its  offensive  geographical 
features.  I  break  this  Canon  every  Sunday  when  I  go  to 
preach  anywhere  in  this  City,  outside  of  my  own  Church.  As 
the  Canon  now  stands  I  have  no  right  to  preach  anywhere  out 
of  my  own  pulpit  without  first  getting  the  consent  of  a  major¬ 
ity  of  all  the  Episcopal  Ministers  in  this  City  ;  of  course  this 
is  never  done.  It  is  impossible  to  do  it.  And  so  every  Epis¬ 
copal  Minister  in  this  City  is  obliged  either  to  confine  himself 
entirely  to  his  own  pulpit,  or  else  to  break  this  Canon  every 
time  he  preaches  elsewhere. 

But  suppose  now  that,  in  a  neighboring  town,  it  is  ascer¬ 
tained  that  there  are  ten  thousand  people  unreached  by  the 
influence  of  the  Gospel.  And  suppose  that  some  earnest 
Christian  men  make  arrangements  to  have  a  series  of  services 
in  some  public  hall  or  in  the  open  air,  with  the  view  of 
bringing  the  truth  to  bear  on  those  neglected  souls.  And, 
suppose  that  I  am  invited  to  go  and  preach  to  them,  I  must 
first  ask  the  consent  of  the  Episcopal  minister  in  that 
town.  If  that  consent  be  given — very  well ;  but  if  not, 
then,  though  he  may  not  be  able  to  preach  to  them  him¬ 
self  ;  though  those  souls  are  perishing,  and  there  is  no  one 
else  to  carry  the  Gospel  to  them,  I  cannot  do  it  without 
breaking  this  Canon,  and  exposing  myself  to  ecclesiastical 
censure.  Admirable,  intelligent,  liberal,  Christian  legisla¬ 
tion  this  is !  Jesus  said  to  his  ministers:  ‘‘Go  ye  into  all 
the  world,  and  preach  the  Gospel  to  every  creature.”  But 
the  Convention  of  the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  under- 
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takes  to  correct  the  mistake  which  the  Great  Master  made, 
and  to  modify  and  improve  the  dangerous  and  unrestricted 
commission  which  He  gave  to  his  ministers. 

Another  memorial  asked  for  the  modification  of  a  Canon 
which  was  supposed  by  some,  to  prohibit  the  occasional 
exchange  of  pulpits  between  the  ministers  of  this  Church,  and 
of  other  churches.  This  memorial  was  also  refused,  and  the 
offensive  features  of  the  Canon  in  question,  made  more  strin¬ 
gent  than  ever.  It  makes  the  Episcopal  Church,  so  far  as  its 
Canons  are  concerned,  more  bigotedly  exclusive  now,  than 
ever  before.  A  year  ago,  the  Rev.  Newman  Hall,  an  English 
non-Episcopal  minister  was  invited  to  preach  in  several 
Episcopal  pulpits  in  this  country.  This  was  done  intelli¬ 
gently,  and  with  a  clear  conscience ;  and  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Canon,  as  it  then  stood,  properly  interpreted,  to  pre¬ 
vent  any  minister  from  so  doing.  The  decision  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Court,  in  Rhode  Island,  confirmed  this  view.  But 
this  could  not  be  done  now.  If  the  angel  Gabriel  was  sent  on 
a  mission  to  this  city,  he  must  fall  in  the  line  of  this  wretehed 
tactual  succession,  or  he  could  gain  no  access  to  a  single 
Episcopal  pulpit,  unless  he  entered  it  by  trampling  on  the 
broken  fragments  of  this  most  un-Christian  and  wicked  Canon. 
The  Prayer  Book  acknowledges  the  existence  of  other  Chris¬ 
tian  Churches  around  us.  This  Canon  ignores  their  existence. 
The  Prayer  Book,  breathing  the  very  spirit  of  our  blessed 
Master,  teaches  us  to  pray  for  “  all  who  profess  and  call  them¬ 
selves  Christians” — and  to  aim  to  promote  among  them  “  the 
unity  of  the  spirit  in  the  bond  of  peace.”  But,  this  Canon,  as 
it  now  stands,  will  do  more  to  promote  ill-feeling,  and  bitter¬ 
ness  towards  our  Church,  on  the  part  of  other  denominations 
than  any  thing  else  that  has  ever  been  done.  In  this  nine¬ 
teenth  century,  when  everything  around  tells  of  liberty 
and  progress — when  even  darkened  and  degraded  Spain  is 
bursting  her  shackles,  throwing  off  the  spiritual  despotism  of 
ages,  and  struggling  up  to  a  position  of  light  and  liberty ; 
the  Protestant  Episcopal  Church,  in  this  free  land,  is  taking  a 
backward  step,  and  setting  herself  in  the  narrowness  of  de¬ 
nominational  bigotry,  against  the  spirit  of  the  age,  by  attempt- 
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ing  to  forge  chains  for  men’s  consciences  in  regard  to  matters 
where  God  has  left  them  free. 

Another  memorial  was  presented  by  the  venerable  and 
saintly  Dr.  Muhlenberg,  ol  New  York.  “It  prayed  that  min¬ 
isters  of  our  Church,  who  could  not  conscientiously  use  cer¬ 
tain  expressions  in  some  of  the  offices — as  for  instance,  in  that 
for  Infant  Baptism — because  they  believed  them  peculiarly 
liable  to  an  unscriptural  interpretation,  might  be  allowed  to 
omit  them,  or  use  alternate  expressions,  on  making  a  solemn 
declaration  of  their  conscientious  difficulty,  and  declaring 
their  belief  in  the  Holy  Scriptures,  the  Creeds,  and  the  Thir¬ 
ty-nine  Articles.”  But  this  request  was  also  refused.  In  re- 
lusing  this  petition  the  General  Convention  virtually  asserts 
that  no  man  shall  be  allowed  to  continue  in  the  ministry  of 
this  Church  who  does  not  believe  that  every  word,  in  a  mere 
human  compilation,  is  in  accordance  with  the  Holy  Scriptures  ; 
or  who  conscientiously  believes  that  certain  expressions  there 
are  so  liable  to  perversion  that  he  ought  not  to  use  them. 
This  memorial  of  Dr.  Muhlenberg  embodies  a  grand  principle 
— the  sacred  principle  of  liberty  of  conscience — the  only  prin¬ 
ciple  on  which  a  truly  comprehensive  Church  can  possibly 
maintain  itself.  It  strikes  a  chord  which  cannot  fail  to  vib¬ 
rate  in  the  hearts  of  tens  of  thousands  of  American  Chris¬ 
tians.”  In  taking  this  ground,  the  Convention  has  put  a  drag 
on  the  wheels  of  our  Church,  as  to  its  progress  in  this  land,  the 
disastrous  effects  of  which  none  can  estimate.  What  we  need 
above  all  things  now,  is  a  reasonable  liberty,  that  will  relieve 
the  consciences  of  men,  in  such  matters  as  those  just  referred 
to ;  and  a  discretionary  power  given  to  the  clergy  that  will 
allow  of  their  adapting  the  services  of  the  Church  to  the 
wants  of  new  countries,  and  of  neighborhoods  where  our  mode 
of  worship  is  unknown.  Our  country  is  filling  up  with  a  ra¬ 
pidity  that  is  truly  wonderful.  But  the  iron-like  rigidity  of 
our  Church  is  not  calculated  to  recommend  it  to  the  state  of 
society  found  in  our  new  settlements.  In  our  large  cities, 
and  among  the  more  cultivated  portion  of  the  population,  it 
answers  very  well.  There  is  everything  in  the  order  and 
beauty  of  our  solemn  services  to  attract  and  edify.  But  for 
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occupying  new  and  waste  places  it  is  too  stately,  too  cumbrous, 
as  it  now  stands.  And  to  allow  of  no  adaptation  to  the  vary¬ 
ing  circumstances  of  people— to  insist  that  one  uniform  and 
unchanging  order  of  service  shall  be  used  always ,  and  every¬ 
where. ,  is  simply  ridiculous.  It  is  to  insist  that  the  Church 
shall  act  according  to  a  rule,  which,  if  carried  out  in  any 
other  undertaking,  would  be  considered  little  short  of  mad¬ 
ness.  For  instance  :  suppose  we  were  engaged  in  a  fierce-war 
with  an  invading  enemy.  And  suppose,  that  an  order  should 
be  issued  from  the  War  Department,  requiring  that  in  carry¬ 
ing  on  this  war,  no  other  weapons  should  be  used  but  the 
heaviest  artillery  ;  and  that  whenever  it  was  necessary  to  fire 
at  all,  every  piece  of  artillery  in  the  army  must  be  fired  at 
once,  in  just  the  order  described  in  the  gunner’s  text  book — 
and  in  no  other  way.  What  should  we  think  of  such  an 
order  ?  And  what  could  an  army  so  bound  up  expect  to  do 
in  conducting  a  campaign  ?  Yet,  just  of  this  character  are 
the  Canons  by  which  the  General  Convention  have  tied  up  the 
energies  of  our  Church,  at  least  for  pioneer  work. 

There  was  one  other  memorial  sent  in  to  the  General  Con¬ 
vention.  It  asked  for  some  restriction  to  be  put  upon  the  Rit¬ 
ualists,  which  are  striving  to  un-Protestantise  the  Church  and 
carry  it  over  to  Rome.  They  are  doing  this  by  teaching  doc¬ 
trines  which  directly  contradict  our  Articles  ;  and  by  intro¬ 
ducing  practices  which,  not  only  are  without  any  authority, 
but  which  oppose  and  subvert  the  very  plainest  standards  of 
our  faith.  The  Convention  spent  day  after  day  in  discussing 
these  fearful  evils;  and  then  refused  to  utter  a  word  in  reproof 
of  them,  or  to  lift  a  finger  in  the  way  of  checking  them.  No 
liberty  to  Protestant  principles — and  no  restraint  on  Ritualis¬ 
tic  fooleries — this  was  the  spirit  of  the  Convention.  If  asked 
to  describe  the  action  of  the  members  of  this  Convention,  I 
know  not  how  it  could  be  better  expressed  than  in  a  single 
sentence  of  our  general  confession :  “  They  did  those  things 

which  they  ought  not  to  have  done;  and  they  left  undone 
those  things  which  they  ought  to  have  done." 

It  is  to  me  a  very  painful  thing  to  speak  in  this  strain  of 
the  Convention  of  my  own  Church ;  but  conscience  con- 
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strains  me  to  it ;  for  when  ordained  as  a  Presbyter  in  this 
Church,  I  bound  myself  by  a  solemn  vow  “  to  use  all  faithful 
diligence  to  drive  away  from  the  Church  all  erroneous  and 
strange  doctrines  contrary  to  God’s  Word.”  Regard  to 
the  obligation  of  this  vow  compels  me  now,  reluctantly,  to 
speak  out  in  solemn  testimony  to  the  truth.  The  fact  that 
these  “  erroneous  and  strange  doctrines  ”  are  now  rushing  in 
upon  us  from  the  high  places  of  the  Church,  instead  of  being 
an  excuse  for  silence,  is  only  a  call  for  a  more  faithful  and 
unflinching  testimony  against  them. 

So  much  for  the  work  of  the  Convention. 

What  are  the  Lessons  we  may  learn  from  it  ?  To  begin 
with,  we  learn  from  the  action  of  the  Convention  a  lesson  as 
to  the  way  in  which  God  sometimes  answers  the  prayers  of 
His  people.  Much  earnest  prayer  was  ottered  that  God  would 
control  and  guide  the  action  of  this  Convention.  No  doubt 
He  has  done  so.  This  does  not  prove,  however,  that  the 
action  of  the  Convention  was  ideasing  to  Him.  God  was 
controlling  the  action  of  the  Jews,  and  the  powers  of  dark¬ 
ness  who  urged  them  on  when  they  crucified  Christ.  And 
yet  that  was  the  wickedest  act  ever  performed.  The  action 
of  the  Convention  was  very  different  from  what  many  who 
offered  prayers  in  its  behalf  desired.  But  that  is  no  proof 
that  their  prayers  were  not  answered.  God  has  many  ways 
of  answering  prayer.  He  does  so  sometimes  by  letting  things 
take  a  course  the  very  opposite  of  what  His  people  have  de¬ 
sired.  Defeats,  at  the  beginning  of  a  struggle,  are  often  the 
means  which  God  ordains  to  final  victory.  And  so  it  may  be 
here.  I  have  not  a  doubt  that  God  has  heard  those  prayers, 
and  that  He  is  answering  them  in  His  own  way;  at  the  same 
time,  I  am  perfectly  sure  that  the  action  and  spirit  of  that 
Convention  are  alike  abhorrent  to  Him.  God’s  prerogative 
is  to  cause  the  wrath  of  man  to  praise.  And,  in  the  same  way, 
the  ignorance,  and  prejudice,  and  errors  of  His  people  are 
over-ruled  by  Him  for  good. 

We  learn  from  this  Convention  a  lesson  as  to  the  true  posi¬ 
tion  of  the  different  parties  in  the  Episcopal  Church.  These 
parties  are  three:  viz.,  the  Ritualists,  or  Romanizers;  the  old 


11 


High  Church  party,  and  the  Evangelical  party.  It  has  been 
the  hope  of  some,  that  when  the  controversy  between  the  first 
and  the  third  of  these  parties,  between  the  Ritualists  and 
the  Evangelicals,  the  friends  of  Rome  and  the  friends  of  the 
Reformation,  came  to  an  issue,  the  High  Church  party  would 
throw  their  influence  with  the  latter,  and  show  that  they  had 
more  sympathy  with  Evangelical  truth  than  with  Romanizing 
error.  But  the  action  of  the  Convention  has  extinguished 
that  hope.  The  influence  of  the  High  Church  party  in  the 
Convention  was  given,  solidly  and  constantly,  against  the 
efforts  of  Evangelical  men,  and  in  support  of  Ritualism  and 
its  advocates.  When  Herod  and  Pontius  Pilate  could  unite 
in  nothing  else,  they  united  against  Christ  to  put  Him  to  death ; 
and  combinations  equally  unexpected  against  the  interests  of 
His  truth,  have  often  been  witnessed  in  the  history  of  His 
Church.  Here,  then,  we  see  where  Evangelical  men  are  obliged 
to  stand.  We  have  to  maintain  our  position,  and  contend  for  our 
principles  against  this  combination.  The  High  Church  men 
will  vote  with  the  Ritualists  rather  than  with  Evangelical 
men.  These  two  parties  have  united ;  and  this  union  gives 
them  the  control  of  the  Church.  As  Evangelical  men  we  have 
no  relief,  no  help  or  comfort  to  expect  from  the  legislation  of 
the  Church.  We  have  nothing  to  look  for  from  the  action  of 
our  General  Convention  but  oppression,  such  as  has  now  been 
inaugurated,  increased  and  intensified,  till  conscience  and 
loyalty  to  God  and  His  truth  can  bear  it  no  longer. 

We  learn,  in  the  next  place,  a  lesson  as  to  the  present  duty 
of  Evangelical  men. 

Some  may  be  ready  to  say — well,  if  you  Evangelical  men 
feel  so  much  aggrieved  by  the  legislation  and  errors  of  the 
Church,  why  do  you  not  withdraw  from  it  ?  The  easiest  way 
of  answering  this  question  is  by  asking  another :  Where  shall 
we  go  to  ?  Where  shall  we  find  a  Church  which  would  not 
present  us  with  evils  in  one  form  or  other,  quite  as  great  as 
those  we  should  leave  behind  ?  It  is  better,  therefore,  “  to 
bear  the  ills  we  have  than  fly  to  others  that  we  know  not  of.” 
No  !  our  duty,  for  the  present  at  least,  is  to  remain  in  the 
Church,  and  battle  manfully  against  its  errors  as  best  we 
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may.  And,  in  doing  this,  there  are  two  special  lines  of  duty, 
lying  before  us.  One  is  to  do  all  in  our  power  to  neutralize 
the  offensive  influence  of  the  Canon  passed  by  this  Convention , 
respecting  the  Ministers  of  other  denominations.  That  Canon 
positively  forbids  our  ever  inviting  one  of  them  into  our 
pulpits , — b\it  there  is  nothing  in  the  Canon  that  forbids  us 
from  inviting  them  into  our  Churches.  W e  can  unite  with  them 
in  prayer  and  in  praise,  in  counsel  and  in  labor,  in  the  great 
work  of  spreading  the  Gospel,  and  of  doing  good  in  many 
ways  to  our  perishing  fellow-creatures.  It  becomes  us  now, 
as  a  matter  of  duty  and  conscience,  to  take  advantage  ot 
every  opportunity  of  doing  this.  This  Canon  is  a  reproach 
and  a  disgrace  to  our  Church.  We  cannot  strike  it  from  its 
place  in  the  Journal  of  the  Convention,  but  we  should  do  all 
in  our  power  to  neutralize  its  influence  by  bearing  our  prac¬ 
tical  protest  against  it.  We  can  thus  testify  our  belief  that 
the  Christian  bodies  around  us  are  Christian  Churches ;  and 
that  those  “  duly  called  to  the  office  of  public  preaching  and 
ministering  the  sacraments  in  their  congregations  ”  are 
“  lawful  ministers  of  Christ.”  Let  us  resolve  to  embrace  every 
opportunity  in  our  power  of  attending  union  meetings  with 
Christians  and  Ministers  of  other  denominations,  especially 
when  held  in  our  own  Churches,  that  we  may  thus  engage 
together  with  them  in  work  and  in  worship. 

The  other  line  of  duty  to  which,  as  Evangelical  men,  we  are 
called,  in  our  present  circumstances,  is  to  withdraw  our  sym¬ 
pathy ,  co-operation ,  and  support  from  all  general  associations 
and  agencies  which  claim  to  be  ruled  by  Conventions ,  or  by 
what  is  called  Church  authority. 

The  whole  influence  of  these  associations  and  agencies  is  to 
strengthen  and  sustain  that  party,  in  the  Church,  which  is 
now  setting  itself  so  manifestly  against  the  liberal  spirit  of  the 
Prayer  Book,  and  the  clear  teachings  of  Scriptui-e — and  at¬ 
tempting  to  rule  with  a  rod  of  iron,  those,  who,  on  solemnly 
conscientious  grounds,  differ  from  them  in  opinions.  Our 
strength  and  safety  lie,  in  all  our  ojjerations,  in  acting  on 
the  principle  of  voluntary  organization.  We  have  societies, 
already  established,  which  afford  us  the  opportunity  of  doing 
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all  the  work  we  can  desire  to  do  within  the  borders  of  our 
Church.  I  refer,  here,  to  the  Evangelical  Knowledge  Society, 
to  the  American  Church  Missionary  Society,  and  the  Evan¬ 
gelical  Education  Society.  We  should  take  these  organiza¬ 
tions  to  our  hearts,  and  give  them  our  most  cordial  sympathy 
and  support.  We  should  give  no  money  to  any  Church  work, 
such  as  these  societies  are  established  for,  that  does  not  go 
through  their  hands.  We  must  awake,  as  we  have  never  done 
before,  to  the  vital  importance  of  these  societies  for  the  sup¬ 
port  and  spread  of  sound,  saving  Protestant  doctrines  in  our 
Church.  It  is  only  through  them,  by  God’s  blessing,  that  we 
can  hope  to  preserve  in  its  purity,  the  faith  handed  down  to 
us  by  the  Martyrs  of  the  Reformation.  We  should  give 
nothing  for  publishing  books  in  our  Church,  but  through  the 
Evangelical  Knowledge  Society.  We  should  give  nothing  to 
Missionary  operations,  whether  Foreign  or  Domestic,  but 
through  the  American  Church  Missionary  Society.  We  should 
give  nothing  for  training  young  men  for  the  ministry,  but 
through  the  Evangelical  Education  Society.  And  when  ap¬ 
plied  to,  to  give  for  the  building  of  Churches,  we  should  adopt 
a  different  course  from  that  hitherto  pursued.  W e  have  been 
wont  to  give,  as  we  could,  to  every  Evangelical  man  who 
sought  aid  for  the  Church  he  might  be  building.  But  now, 
how  do  we  know  that  his  successor,  in  the  Church,  may  not  be 
a  Ritualist  ?  Then  whatever  we  give,  will  only  aid  in  dissemin¬ 
ating  doctrines  which  we  abhor.  A  short  time  ago  a  Church 
Building  Committee  was  appointed  in  connection  with  the 
American  Church  Missionary  Society.  All  our  contributions 
to  the  work  of  building  Churches  should,  henceforth,  be  given 
through  this  channel. 

This  Committee  have  adopted  some  excellent  conditions, 
which  they  require  shall  be  assented  to,  by  parishes  applying 
for  aid,  before  such  aid  is  given.  Among  others,  are  these  : 
They  request  that  the  Church,  receiving  aid,  shall  vote  to 
make  a  yearly  contribution  to  this  committee,  as  well  as  to  the 
treasury  of  the  American  Church  Missionary  Society.  Further, 
they  require  that  “  the  parish  receiving  aid,  shall  pass  a  legal 
order  directing  a  plain  table  to  be  set  in  the  chancel  for  the 
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administration  of  the  Holy  Communion  ;  and  forbidding  the 
introduction  of  altar  cloths,  or  of  any  practices  and  ceremo¬ 
nies  not  expressly  directed  by  the  rubrics  of  the  Book  of  Com¬ 
mon  Prayer.  Should  this  order  be  subsequently  rescinded, 
or  disregarded,  the  funds  donated  to  such  parish,  by  this 
Committee,  shall  revert  to  its  treasury  ;  and  for  the  faithful 
performance  of  this  contract,  the  loan  is  secured  by  a  mort¬ 
gage,  without  interest,  payable  upon  the  failure  to  execute 
the  above-named  conditions.”  Let  us,  for  the  future,  refer  all 
applicants,  for  Church  building  funds,  to  this  Committee. 

And  thus,  every  department  of  our  Church  work  is  provi¬ 
ded  for  through  agencies,  based  on  the  voluntary  principle, 
except  the  work  of  Foreign  Missions.  But  here,  a  great  prac¬ 
tical  difficulty  meets  us.  We  cannot,  from  respect  to  our  Sa¬ 
viour’s  command,  give  up  our  interest  in  the  Foreign  Mission 
work  ;  aud  yet  we  cannot,  with  a  good  conscience,  continue 
to  work  through  the  present  agency.  The  members,  of  the 
Foreign  Committee,  are  Evangelical  men.  They  deserve,  and 
they  possess,  our  most  entire  confidence  and  affection.  But 
they  are  controlled  in  their  work  by  the  Board  of  Missions, 
and  the  Board  of  Missions  is  appointed,  and  ruled,  by  that 
party  in  the  Church,  which  is  responsible  for  all  the  unjust 
and  oppressive  legislation  of  the  late  Convention.  All  the 
pecuniary  and  moral  support  given  to  this  Committee,  is  just 
so  much  influence  given  to  sustain  that  party  in  the  Church 
which  is  aiming  to  destroy  its  Protestant  character.  It  is  not 
for  me  to  say  what  others  ought  to  do,  under  the  circumstan¬ 
ces,  but  lor  myself,  I  can  work  no  longer  through  this  channel. 
I  have  always  loved  the  Foreign  Mission  work,  I  love  it  still ; 
but  I  can  only  work  for  it,  hereafter,  on  its  voluntary  princi¬ 
ple.  And  why  should  we  not  apply  the  same  principle  to  this 
part  of  our  work,  that  we  are  applying  to  all  the  rest  ?  I  am 
thoroughly  satisfied  that  the  time  has  come  for  the  American 
Church  Missionary  Society,  to  take  up  this  department  of  our 
work.  The  Board  of  Missions,  of  the  General  Convention, 
commands  neither  the  confidence  nor  the  sympathy  of  Evan¬ 
gelical  men.  Why  should  we  continue  to  work  through  their 
agency?  We  shall  be  compelled,  eventually,  to  take  the 
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work  of  Foreign  Missions  into  our  own  Society,  as  we  have 
that  of  Domestic  Missions ;  and  the  sooner  we  do  so,  the 
better. 

And  then ,  lastly,  we  learn  from  this  whole  matter  a  lesson, 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  principles  at  issue  in  this  contest. 

It  is  not  a  mere  question  of  ecclesiastical  millinery,  or 
Church  architecture :  it  is  not  a  question  as  to  whether  this, 
or  that,  or  the  other  part  of  the  service  shall  be  said  or  sung ; 
whether  a  man  may  bow  here,  or  kneel  there.  These  matters 
do  not  touch  the  principles  at  issue.  Looked  at,  in  its  x’eal 
merits,  it  is  a  contest  that  relates  to  the  question — how  the 
principle  of  spiritual  life  is  imparted  to  a  dead  soul?  how, 
when  imparted,  it  is  to  be  strengthened,  and  developed  ?  and, 
how  a  man  is  justified  before  God  ?  It  relates  to  the  answer 
that  shall  be  given  to  a  burdened  soul,  when  it  comes  with 
the  solemn  inquiry — what  must  I  do  to  be  saved  ?  It  is  a 
struggle  for  liberty  of  conscience;  and  for  the  absolute 
supremacy  of  the  simple  Word  of  God,  in  all  matters  that  are 
to  bind  the  conscience.  And  when  we  plant  ourselves  on  these 
principles — where  are  we  found  ?  and  what  are  we  doing  ? 

We  are  standing  just  where  the  Martyrs  of  the  Reforma¬ 
tion  stood,  and  are  fighting  over  again  the  battles  which  they 
fought. 

These  are  among  the  lessons  taught  to  Evangelical  men,  by 
the  illiberal  and  un-Christian  course  pursued  by  the  ruling  ma¬ 
jority  of  our  late  General  Convention,  and  by  their  unrighteous 
attempts  to  bind  the  consciences  of  men,  where  God’s  Word 
leaves  them  free.  We  protest  now,  and  shall  never  cease  to 
protest,  as  to  the  wrong  that  has  been  done  us.  We 
must  move  steadily  forward  in  the  only  path  now  left  for  us 
to  walk  in.  We  must  gather  round  the  great  centers  of  Evan- 
gelical  truth  and  influence  which  remain  to  us.  We  must 
give  these  societies  our  cordial,  hearty  and  united  support  and 
sympathy,  and  leave  the  result  with  God.  The  ark  may  fall 
into  the  hands  of  the  Philistines  for  a  season,  as  it  did  before. 
But  it  will  not  remain  there.  Truth  is  mightier  than  error, 
and  must  prevail  in  the  end.  The  God  of  Israel  is  with  the 
ark.  He  will  take  care  of  it. 
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When  God  designed  to  deliver  Israel  from  the  bondage  of 
Egypt,  the  means  by  which  He  led  them  on,  to  that  result, 
was  the  oppressive  burdens  which  their  task-masters  laid  upon 
them.  And  it  may  be,  in  the  same  way,  that  God  will  answer 
our  prayers  for  liberty  of  conscience,  and  deliverance  from 
ecclesiastical  oppression. 

In  the  meantime,  let  us  hold  fast  to  the  truth  as  we  have 
been  taught  it. 

“  While  we  have  the  Light,  let  us  walk  in  the  Light  that  we 
may  be  the  children  of  the  Light.” 


